11. (ONCE AMENDED) The method of claim[s] 10 wherein [the applet allows the] a selection 
of multiple user profiles are stored on the mobile device. 

12. (NEW) The method in any one of claims 6. 9. or 10 wherein the latitude and longitude of 
the user's location will determine the muting timing. 

13. (NEW) The method in any one of claims 6, 9, or 10 wherein the muting process is 
specifically for Muslim prayer times . 

14. (NEW) The method in any one of claims 6. 9. or 10 wherein and auto answering feature 
enables the mobile device to display a missed calls list after the duration of muting the mobile 
device. 

Remarks 

Claim Objections 

Claim 5 has been cancelled, while claim 6 has been amended to an independent claim 
making this objection now moot. Withdrawal of this objection is respectfully requested. 
Rejection Under 35 USC 112 

With respect to claims 6, 9, and 1 1, and the use of applet, Applicant contends that the use 
of an applet is expressly stated in the detailed description with the core function of the applet is 
to utilize a mobile device's calendar with respect to the date and time to control when the phone 
can and can not ring. Abstract, Lines 2-3. 

Additionally, the term "applet" is well know in the software arts and is universally 
understood to mean a small executable module, that normally doesn't have the complete features 
and user interface of a normal application. Java is the language most commonly associated with 
applets. An applet is like a small piece of executable code that needs a full application to contain 
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it. The applet runs inside of the application in a "sand box" or "virtual machine," which is a set 
of computer resources and instructions that make up an environment for the applet's execution. 

Examiner is correct in assuming that the applicant intends the language of "applet" in 
claims 9 and 10 to refer to a "calendar program". 

Withdrawal of these rejections are respectfully requested. 
Rejections Under 35 USC 102 

With respect to claims 1-4 and 7-8, these claims are now cancelled making further 
discussion moot. 
Rejections Under 35 USC 103 

With respect to claims 9, 10, and 1 1, U.S. Publication 2003/0,103,002 for a Portable 
Terminal is an invention which allows the users of only the Maccah Direction device with optional 
prayer time alerts, but does not teach nor suggest muting in the description or claims of this 
publication. 

U.S. Publication 2004/0,203,656 discloses a System and Method for Timed Profile Changes 
on a Mobile Device. The publication teaches the use of a silent profile feature limited to "Meeting", 
"Flying", "Driving", and other activities. It does not teach the use with Muslim prayer time and 
utilizes a complete manual process to select and fix the schedule for muting. This shortcoming will 
not enable a user to accurately engage a silent mode during Muslim prayer times automatically, 
which is one solution of the present invention. 

Additionally, the calendar schedule for selecting the days and months for fixing the muting 
process for desired events found in the '656 publication is not applicable to a series of repeating and 
changing events as they evolve, such as Muslim prayer timings. Finally, the *656 publication is 
manually set to activate or deactivate the system for muting purposes for single, unrelated events. 
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The '002 and '656 publications doe not have any kind of muting method that can be adapted 
for prayer timings. The present invention is distinguishable over the prior art in that while it deals 
with the Makkah direction and armouncement feature it also terminates the calls and deals with the 
muting of incoming calls, further incorporating an auto answer which produces a missed call list 
after the duration of muting the mobile device at each Muslim prayer timing event. 

Withdrawal of these rejections are respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

For all the reasons advanced above. Applicant respectfully submits that the application is in 
condition for allowance and that action is earnestly solicited. 

In the event that an extension of time is required, or may be required in addition to that 
requested in a petition for an extension of time, the Commissioner is requested to grant a petition for 
that extension of time which is required to make this response timely. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Matthew T. Welker, Esq. 
Registration No. 53,756 

Date: July 26, 2005 

Customer No. 37,476 

White-Welker & Welker, LLC 

P.O. Box 199 

Clear Spring, MD 21722 

410.507.2837 

Fax 410.975.0444 
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